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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Claim 1 is pending. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

The acronyms "ACS", "LOC" and "QSM" in the claim should be spelled out at 
least once in full text. One of ordinary skilled in the art has difficult time to understand 
what the acronyms stand for. Clarification and appropriate correction are required. 

Regarding claim 1 , the clause "adapted to" in lines 7 and 13, respectively is not a 
positive recitation. Claim scope is not limited by claim language that suggests or makes 
optional but does not require steps to be performed, or by claim language that does not 
limit a claim to a particular structure. However, examples of claim language, although 
not exhaustive, that may raise a question as to the limiting effect of the language in a 
claim are: (A) "adapted to" or "adapted for" clauses; (B) "wherein" clauses; and 
(C) "whereby" clauses. See MPEP § 21 1 1 .03. 

Regarding claim 1 , in line 3 there are two prepositions "of after the amended 
claim subject matter "the mobility of users of'. One of the "of should be deleted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Amin et al. 
(US 6714987 B1). 

Regarding claim 1, Amin et al. disclose a system for dynamically controlling 
equipment in a communication system, said system comprising several nodes, said 
nodes comprising servers, said system taking into account the dynamics associated at 
least with the mobility of the servers of the nodes, (Fig. 2, Fig. 3, col. 5, lines 48 - 62, 
Fig. 9, "mobility manager" interpreted as system taking into account the dynamics 
associated at least with the mobility of the servers of the nodes, col. 20, lines 23 - 53), 
said system comprising at least one control module comprising at least: a control block 
comprising: a control component ACS adapted to process authentication of users 
connected to a network, dynamic configuration of IP addresses, management of 
authorizations for service requests from users, configuration of the network components 
according to the authenticated users (Fig. 2, Fig. 3, Fig. 4, col. 13, lines 7- 22, col. 15, 
lines 36 - 52); a control component LOC for the process of user affiliation, server 
mobility, user location and application-oriented service routing (Fig. 2, Fig. 3, Fig. 4; col. 
11, lines 9 - 24, Fig. 9, col. 20, lines 23 - 53, Fig. 13, col. 21, lines 35 - 60); a control 
component QSM adapted to process service quality management on the highways of 
the network ("QoS policy and policy enforcement points"; Fig. 2, Fig. 3, Fig. 4, Fig. 19, 
col. 27, lines 45 - 55); a block comprising one or more of the following elements: a 
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component for the various user services, the network components, a component for 
connectivity to the external entities ("establishing and managing voice, paging, short 
message service (SMS), and circuit and packet data oriented services"; Fig. 2, Fig. 3; 
col. 7, lines 31-53). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed on 10/08/2009 with respect to claim 1 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Regarding claim 1 , applicant argues "When reading the specification, a person of 
skill in the art may only deduced that the users and the nodes are mobile in the 
disclosed arrangement. Applicants submit that the applied reference of Amin fails to 
disclose the claimed features above, inasmuch as the claimed features require that all 
the users are mobile, whereas Amin appears to disclose a centralized structure, i.e., a 
static structure" (see applicant's remark dated 10/08/2009, page 5). 

In response to applicant's remark, Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Applicant is reminded that, although the claim is interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claim. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.22d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

However, there are discrepancies between applicant's remark and the amended 
claim subject matter: 

"Said nodes comprising servers, said system taking into account the dynamic 
associated with the mobility of all the users and the mobility of the servers of the nodes" 
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(see applicant's remark, page 4), while the amended claim subject matter addressed 
"said nodes comprising servers, said system taking into account the dynamics 
associated at least with the mobility of the servers of the nodes". Examiner would 
request applicant to provide clarification for these issues. 

Examiner contends reference Amin teaches all the limitations as disclosed in 
claim 1. Examiner interpreted "said nodes comprising servers, said system taking into 
account the dynamics associated at least with the mobility of the servers of the nodes" 
as Mobility manager see reference Amin, Fig. 9, col. 20, lines 23-53, Fig. 13, col. 21, 
lines 35 - 60, col. 7, lines 31 - 54. Applicant further argues Amin appears to disclose a 
centralized structure, i.e., a static structure". Examiner contends the applicant's remark 
is irrelevant to the claim subject matters in the claim. 

It is addressed explicitly in applicant's Title of the specification "system for 
dynamic control of an IP network as well as in FIELD OF THE INVENTION: The 
invention relates to a system for controlling equipment in a telecommunication network, 
taking into account in particular the constraints of mobility, security and service quality 
for users connected to the network and taking into account service quality requests that 
can be expressed dynamically by a user via a signaling protocol. The context does not 
disclose whether the invention is centralized structure, i.e., a static structure or not. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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a) Bjelland et al. (US 6973054 B2). 

b) Amin etal. (US 20020152319 A1). 

c) Dantu et al. (US 7225238 B1 ). 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew C. Lee whose telephone number is (571)272- 
31 31 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30am - 
5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571 ) 272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Andrew C Lee/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2476 
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/Ayaz R. Sheikh/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2476 



